introduction
The European Union (EU) as a regional organization has time and again committed itself "to placing universal norms and principles at the centre of its relations with the Member States […] and the world" (Diez, 2005, p. 618) . The European Commission Communication An EU -India Strategic Partnership (June 2004 ) advocated the India-EU strategic partnership based on shared values, objectives, challenges and respect for each other as international global players and regional leaders (European Commission, 2004) . In its Response to the Communication, India acknowledged that "a strategic partnership between India and the EU is special, because the two sides share values and not just interests" (Ministry of External Affairs, 2004, pp. 3-4) . A strategic partnership, according to India's Minister of Commerce and Industry Kamal Nath (Economic Times, 2006, p. 1) , assumes "a convergence of beliefs and a shared vision of the future of the world".
The growing feeling that the EU's strategic partnerships were neither strategic nor real partnerships led Herman Van Rompuy, President of the European Council, to call for an extraordinary meeting of the Council on 16 September 2010 to discuss the Union's strategic partnerships for the first time. Rompuy (2010, p. 2) acknowledged that "new players [such as BRICS, all of which are the Union's strategic partners] do not always share our interests and worldviews" and added, " [w] e have strategic partners, now we need a strategy". The European Council agreed on the need for Europe "to promote its interests and values more assertively and in a spirit of reciprocity and mutual benefit" (European Council, 2010, p. 1) .
India wants to play a greater role in the making of new rules of the international economic and financial system in order to safeguard the interests of one sixth of humanity. Nevertheless, on most issues of substance, India's broad interests as an emerging power are consonant with those of the other major powers. In the military-political arena, India shares a common interest with other major powers in preventing the spread of Weapons of Mass Destruction and terrorism, in fostering maritime security, stabilization of weak states, and in coping with health hazards and pandemics. Co-operative relations between India and the European Union are likely to grow, despite differences over specific issues.
The Indian elites play a major role in the formulation of opinions on international issues, especially foreign policy. Amitabh Mattoo (2005) has defined policymaking elites as key decision-makers in the political, military, business and scientific fields as well as those who are likely to occupy key decision-making positions in the next five years. He has stated that India's policy-making elite has been mulling over in an extremely systematic manner on the issue of India's international relations and its place in the world. A consensus over the main foreign policy issues exists at the core of the strategic elite. This core is said to exist mainly in Delhi and is considered to consist of about a hundred members that include prominent journalists, retired civil servants, formal admirals, generals, and air marshals, academics and scientists, and a few politicians and businessmen. The new members are socialized through regular workshops and seminars. This group is the main conduit of advice on issues pertaining to foreign policy to even major political parties like the Congress and the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP).
There is an "enormous information deficit" about the EU in India largely because of mutual indifference (Jain, 2001, p. 26) . There is "a permanent lack of mutual knowledge" with Europe being still "marginal in the Indian collective memory" (Goddeeris, 2011, p. 7) . In the absence of primary sources on Indian perceptions of the EU, opinion surveys and comprehensive media reviews, information on how Asian citizens and media perceive the European Union tends to be "impressionistic, haphazard, ill-informed and lacking scientific empirical evidence" (Holland et al., 2007, p. 24) .
Only recently have some studies been undertaken on the EU's perceptions in India (Jain, 2005, p. 20; Jain & Pandey, 2012, pp. 331-343; 2010, pp. 193-210; 2013) . A few studies have looked at how the Indian print media portrayed individual EU Member States (Vaugier-Chatterjee, 2002; 2006, pp. 244-254) . These studies comprise historical overviews (Subrahmanyam, 2005, pp. 69-100) , reminiscences of former diplomats (Dixit, 2001, pp. 73-88) or assessments based on conversations and elite interviews (Lisbonne-de Vergeron, 2006; . Others seek to explore how public opinion, political elites and civil society organizations have perceived the EU (but without conducting face-to-face elite interviews) (Fioramonti, 2007; Fioramonti & Poletti, 2008; Mitra, 2006; Stumbaum, 2012) . This article fills a major gap in perceptions studies about the EU in India as it provides a systematic, comprehensive, candid and detailed overview of the opinion of the policy-making elites. Such a study helps in validating arguments about the EU in India by means of the data generated as part of the study.
This article seeks to highlight the elite understanding in India about the normative power of the EU. The article begins by providing a conceptual understanding of what encompasses the normative power of the EU. It also highlights the instruments by means of which the EU seeks to bring about norm promotion in international politics. The paper discusses the elite perceptions and impressions about the normative power of the EU especially at a time when it was impacted by the euro crisis . The article seeks to highlight the change in opinions and outlook of the elite about the normative potential of the EU as a result of having been hit by the eurozone crisis. A comparison with interviews conducted slightly earlier (January 2010-May 2010), when reverberations of the euro crisis were only slightly felt around the world, facilitates understanding about whether the economic impact upon the image of the EU as a normative power in global politics was minimal or decisive.
theoretical background
The conceptualization of the EU as a normative power allows the debate to move beyond fruitless discussions about whether a separate EU foreign policy is needed or not. Hill (2003) , while defining foreign policy as "the sum of official external relations conducted by an independent actor (usually a state) in international relations", went a long way to settling this debate. Pardo (2012, pp. 1-18) has stated that Hill's definition of foreign policy indicates that relations should be official, implies that they should be legally recognized, and gives freedom to an independent actor to conduct and maintain international relations.
the conceptualisation of the normative idea
As discussed by Manners (2002, p. 239) , the concept of normative power has been around for several decades. Manners proceeded with reviewing works by Carr (1962) , Duchêne (1973), and Galtung (1973) . For example, Carr (1962) made the distinction between economic power, military power and power over opinion. He also pointed out that power is an indivisible whole and one aspect cannot exist for long without the other (Carr, 1962) . Duchêne (1973, pp. 1-21) elaborated upon the normative power of the European Community as an idée force which should employ its foreign policy instruments in order to 'domesticate' relations between states. Ideological power, according to Galtung (1973) , is the power of ideas. It is powerful because "the power-sender's ideas penetrate and shape the will of the power-recipient through the media of culture" (Galtung, 1973, p. 33) . Galtung predicted that the European Community would eventually come to be known "just as Europe". The ideological power of Europe and the evolution of a particular European identity are believed to be inter-connected (ISSN 2228-0588) , Vol. 3, No. 3 (15) processes that form the fundamental basis of the concept of normative power (Scheipers & Sicurelli, 2007, p. 437) . Smith (2000 , cited in Manners, 2002 has argued that the normative dimension is extremely important because the debate about civilian power involves "fundamental choices about the EU's international identity". Civilian power refers to "the acknowledgement of the indispensability of cooperation for achieving international objectives by making use of economic means and resorting to military power only as a 'residual instrument'" and possessing the will to "develop supranational structures to address critical issues of international management" (Maull, 1990, pp. 92-93) . The genesis of the concepts of civilian and normative power Europe can be traced to specific circumstances and global contexts. The idea of civilian power was introduced by Duchêne in the 1970s with the onset of détente, whereas the concept of normative power Europe gained currency following the end of the Cold War. Duchêne (2006, p. 19) argued that Europe would play a distinct role externally if it acts as a "civilian group of countries long on economic power and relatively short on armed force". Manners (2006, p. 84) introduced the notion of normative power Europe in order to highlight the detour taking place from neo-colonial approaches of looking at the EU. He argued that the idea of "civilian" suggests a bias because the EU is then "compared to a state, rather than institutions and policies" (Manners, 2006, p. 239) . Ethical power Europe is understood from the point of view of the functioning of the Union as a vehicle for the collective pursuit of shared second-order normative concerns which include eradication of the death penalty, democracy promotion, environmental protection and alleviation of poverty in the global South, especially in Africa (Hyde-Price, 2008, pp. 31-32) . Ethical power Europe marks a shift away from the sole focus upon the "mechanisms of European power" towards taking into account both the "ends and means in combination" which tends to challenge the notion of civilian power (Jones, 2010, p. 1) .
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civilian, normative and ethical power Europe
The concept of ethical power Europe permeates through its self-image of a cosmopolitan power which is conditioned by the global influence and moral standards of the values and principles that guide its policies. This suggests that the values and norms promoted by the EU are believed to have 'global moral validity' and the resultant security practices tend to exhibit an inclination more towards the protection of the individual rather than states (Nunes, 2011, p. 8) .
the Eu's normative identity
The EU's normative difference can be traced from its historical context, hybrid polity and political-legal constitution. The EU was created after the Second World War in an era which reviled the nationalism that had led to death and destruction on a massive scale. The Europeans agreed to pool their sovereignty and resources to consolidate peace. This also led to a hybrid of supranational and international forms of governance which transcended Westphalian norms. Buzan and Little (2000, p. 359) describe the EU as "a new type of entity with actor quality". The formation of the EU has largely been the result of "elite driven treaty-based legal order". Constitutional norms, therefore, represent crucial factors which determine the EU's international identity (Manners, 2006, p. 240) .
The normative identity of the EU has evolved through the adoption of numerous declarations, treaties, policies, criteria and conditions. There are five core norms which are most visible in EU laws and policies. These include peace, liberty, democracy, rule of law and respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms. There are also some minor norms (e.g., the notion of social solidarity, antidiscrimination, sustainable development and good governance) which are more contested. The "reinforcement and expansion" of the above-mentioned norms help the EU to gain greater recognition, acceptance and legitimacy and help it appear to be much "more than the sum of its parts" (Manners, 2006, p. 240) .
the harmful impact of soft instruments for norm promotion
Normative power Europe is different from previous political formations and this predisposes it to act in a normative way. However, the ability to issue a threat to use military force should not be considered contrary to the conduct of a civilizing or normative power. Similarly, the employment of "soft instruments" should neither be considered "benign" nor "non-coercive" in nature. For instance, economic sanctions can adversely affect a populace and their effects are "largely indiscriminate". The economic sanctions imposed against Iraq four days after it invaded Kuwait in 1990 by the UN Security Council reportedly led to excessive child mortality (between 670,000 and 880,000). The children under the age of "five who died during the sanctions would not have perished if pre-war and pre-sanctions conditions [had] continued" (Marcus, 2010) . Hence, the criteria of using non-military instruments alone should not be considered sufficient to identify "a polity as a normative power" (Sjursen, 2006, p. 239) . (ISSN 2228-0588) , Vol. 3, No. 3 (15) 
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Growing unease with the civilian power concept (no use of military power)
The EU came to be regarded as a civilian power long before it became known as a normative power. Duchêne (1973) predicted that Europe could become a different kind of power by relying on civilian rather than military means. The Union, he felt, would "demonstrate the influence which can be wielded by a large political cooperative formed to exert essentially civilian forms of power" since Europe did not wish to become a military superpower and compete with the Soviet Union and the United States during the Cold War apart from having extremely "amilitary values" that had devalued "purely military power" (Duchêne, 1973, p. 19) . The notion of an entity being a civilian power is, in fact, a sub-set of the idea of it being a normative power. Maull (1990, pp. 92-93) argued that a civilian power sought to use economic strength in order to achieve state goals and diplomatic cooperation to solve international issues. A civilian power, he felt, also exhibited willingness to approach and accept legally binding supranational institutions in order to achieve national progress.
The Maastricht Treaty or Treaty on European Union (TEU, 1992) revived the idea of the EU being able to assume a military role by the inclusion of a defence policy in the Common and Foreign Security Policy (CFSP). For Hill (1993, p. 315) , this led to a 'capability-expectations gap' consisting of three basic elements that included the ability to agree, resource availability and the instruments at Europe's disposal. Hill also argues that, while the EU possesses the necessary infrastructure in terms of capabilities and institutions, it is unable to deliver the expected foreign policy results because of the absence of decisionmaking procedures that can produce a consensus.
Civilian powers are known to pursue milieu goals rather than possession goals. Milieu goals are concerned with influencing, changing and modelling the environment in which actors operate, while possession goals are solely concerned about the final objective. Thus, civilian powers tend to focus on the common good rather than self-interest (Pardo, 2012, p. 3) . They seek to foster international cooperation, solidarity and domestication of international issues rather than military solutions. Duchêne (1973, p. 19) cited Bull who, while rejecting the notion of civilian power, stressed "the need for military power". Similarly, Duchêne (1973) himself emphasized upon "civilian forms of influence and action" and extolled upon the virtues of possessing direct physical power. Manners (2002, p. 36) argued that the EU should be considered a normative power as it is known as a "promoter of norms which displace the state as the centre of concern". This notion of normative power removes the Union from the civilian-military debate and places it within the ambit of constructivism where the focus is on EU's international persona in the overall context of the end of Cold War and its reaction to the unilateralist assumption of the "God-given duty to spread the dream and promise of America beyond its shores" by the US which has led to "a particularly moralistic and idealistic" American foreign policy (Cox, 2003, pp. 8-9) .
The "ability to shape conceptions of the normal," Manners (2002, pp. 239-240) argues, refers to promotion of norms by an actor which leads it to be universally acceptable. Hence, a normative power seeks to expand and promote the principles that it considers to be universal. To that end, it seeks to adhere to the principles in practice, acting prudently and inflicting the least amount of damage or injury in the course of implementing the normative principles.
Eu's increasing willingness to use military power
The Union's efforts to develop a 60,000-strong Rapid Reaction Force, according to some, should not be seen as a military build-up by the EU since defence and nuclear capability continued to remain under the control of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and this activity largely fell within the ambit of civilian tasks. This step was not welcomed by many and it was suggested that any manifestation of military power would represent a "state building project" and that the state would be recreated on a much larger scale (Smith, 2000) . The implication was that this would lead to a blurring of the distinctly evolving normative image of the EU (Manners, 2002, p. 237) .
The EU's external policies, according to Sjursen (2006) , are not solely derived from a desire to promote its own interests, but motivated by a certain understanding of what 'ought' to be done. It is indeed inspired by a 'gradualist philosophy' seeking controlled change rather than an immediate overhaul of the existing institutions and prevalent practices in target states. Norms diffused may be considered valid and legitimate even though the Union's motives for diffusing such norms are self-regarding. A policy that focuses exclusively on the abstract validity of norms is therefore problematic (Sjursen, 2006, p. 239) .
Since the inception of the ESDP and in the aftermath of the terrorist attacks in the US, Madrid, London and elsewhere, the EU has displayed an increasing willingness to flex its military muscle. This has been further enhanced by the Treaty of Lisbon, which calls for an increase in the EU's military capabilities to provide it with an operational force capable of acting beyond its borders (TEU, Art. 2, par. 1). The Treaty also urges the mobilization of military resources to prevent risks related to terrorism (TEU, Art. 2, par. 1) a very broad category encompassing proliferation, failed states or piracy, etc. This constitutes a reinforcement of 'normal' power Europe. The EU is therefore likely to continue to strengthen its own security by means of influencing the behaviour of others and is not likely to be averse to resorting to both military and non-military means in order to achieve this goal (Pardo, 2012, pp. 7-15) .
current agenda for promotion of the normative image/values
The European External Action Service (EEAS) has enumerated "diplomacy, political engagement, development assistance, civil and military crisis management in support of conflict prevention and poverty reduction, security and stability and the promotion of human rights around the world" as the foreign policy tools in order to bring "EU's foreign policy under one roof" (EEAS, 2011) . This was reiterated in the General Report on the Activities of the European Union, 2011, which acknowledged that the EEAS had a great distance to travel, "both practically and politically," in order to have a collective foreign policy and bring about unison among different "people, policies and programmes" of the EU (European Commission, 2011). The main thrust of the Union's foreign policy is to "defend Europe's interests and promote its values" in order "to build and secure the peace in a number of countries in Europe, Africa and beyond, such as in Afghanistan" (EEAS, 2012) . In order to ensure a stronger EU in the world, the Union has sought to pursue a more effective European 
Methodology
Pluralism was summarily rejected by elite thinkers who stated that behind the veil of liberal democracy, there lies the perpetual power of ruling elite. Classical thinkers of elitism, such as Gaetano Mosca, Vilfredo Pareto, and Robert Michels, asserted that power is always concentrated in the hands of a small elite. Modern elitists have also come to the conclusion that power always lies with a few despite strict adherence to empirical theories about the distribution of power (Heywood, 2008, pp. 80-81) . It is necessary to understand elite perceptions of foreign policy issues since their perceptions determine their "responses to foreign policy problems" (Chaban, Elgström & Holland, 2006, pp. 248-249) .
In this study, a total of 30 elites were interviewed during the period (September 2011 to April 2012) when the EU was widely reported to be in the throes of the sovereign debt crisis. The elites were affiliated to areas of politics, media, civil society, and business. The political elites included former and present members of Parliament. In addition, the interviews included politicians belonging to the two national political parties, the Indian National Congress and the Bharatiya Janata Party, which head the two major coalitions, the United Progressive Alliance and the National Democratic Alliance, and have been alternately heading the Union government and sitting in the opposition along with leaders of various regional parties who play a key role in government formation by lending their support. The media elites interviewed included editors and leading reporters of leading national dailies (both Hindi and English), and those belonging to the electronic media. The civil society elites comprised Indians leading NGOs and INGOs, which sought to address the issues of education, discrimination, women's empowerment, hunger, poverty, rural development, and disaster management in India. The business elite included members of chambers of commerce, CEOs and top officials of companies, members of official business networks and persons associated with the formulation of Indo-EU trade and economic policies. Thus, a number of well-known personalities (five from politics, nine from media, ten from civil society, and six from business) were interviewed as part of this study. Almost all the elites had friends, family or business links in the EU. The interviewees had the most contacts in the UK, followed by France and Germany.
In the semi-structured interviews, respondents were asked a total of eighteen questions revolving around their perceptions of the EU. This article confines the analysis to only a limited number of questions, namely: When thinking about the term 'the European Union', what three thoughts come to your mind? Do you see the EU as a great power? Do you see the EU as a leader in international politics? How would you compare the importance of the EU to India in relation to other prominent regions? Looking at the future, what issues should be kept in mind when India is developing trade or government policy relating to the EU? Answers to these questions facilitated an understanding as to whether or not the Union is still regarded as a power to be reckoned with in India. It also enriched our understanding about important and sensitive issues in EU-India relations which influence Indian perceptions about the EU as a great power as well as a normative power. (ISSN 2228-0588) , Vol. 3, No. 3 (15) This article seeks to examine and analyze responses of Indian elites both before the eurozone sovereign debt crisis had completely set in (January 2010 to May 2010) and also during the crisis (September 2011 to April 2012). A total of 38 elites belonging to politics, business, civil society and media were interviewed during the project called "The EU through the Eyes of Asia" (see Introduction for more details). Thus, the main foci of this investigation include: First, how well is the normative image of the EU received in India? Second, whether or not the euro crisis has affected the normative power of the EU in India?
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results
The elites expressed admiration for the EU when asked as to what three spontaneous images or thoughts came to mind when they think about the EU. Examples of very positive images included: progress, the general well-being of the people, European lifestyle, culture, civilization, and amalgamation of nations, research, high-tech business, technology, development actor, humanitarian approach, post-modern political integration, collective union, trade union bloc, and inspiration for a South Asia Union, social security, human rights, richest countries, Schengen passport, the euro and market. There were several negative connotations of the EU as well (interference in India's internal affairs, identity crisis, a "Goliath" which no one has any idea about, contracting rather than expanding, complicated bureaucratic structure and problems being faced by EU nations). The responses of Indian elites tended to reflect both the core and minor norms that make up the normative identity of the EU. However, the generally positive image of the EU was tarnished by the eurozone crisis.
Indian business elites largely recognized the EU to be an international power to be reckoned with but felt that it would "take some time" for it "to come up to that position".
1 The Union was described as a "very good economic power" and that the idea of the EU itself was said to be "certainly a great thought". Historically, the EU, the elites acknowledged, has been a great power as well as a military power. The EU was said to be a "historical power" whereas the United States was referred to as "the modern power". In terms of history and culture, the US "pales in significance". However, in the current international scenario where the EU is in the midst of an economic crisis, "it is the US which (ISSN 2228-0588) , Vol. 3, No. 3 (15) dominates".
3 The Union was largely seen to be going through "troubled times". The increasing financial issues in the eurozone led to the "value [of the EU] in the global economy […] coming down". 4 The EU was not perceived to be a decisive political power because of the financial crisis and absence of a consensus on issues among Member States:
The Some business elites considered Europe to be "a stabilising factor" since the US economy was in decline.
6 The Union, they felt, could not be considered to be a "superpower like America […] because China is also coming up".
7 Some even termed it to be "a third party in world politics".
8 Unlike in the first phase of the project where the business elites were found to be most confident and optimistic about the economic power of the EU (Jain & Pandey, 2010, p. 204) , the business elites were not that confident about the EU economy in the second phase. The sovereign debt crisis had in fact led to a decline in the business elites' level of confidence in doing business with the EU as a bloc (Lisbonne-de Vergeron, 2011) .
Unlike the business elites, civil society elites readily acknowledged the Union to be a formidable economic power. It was also regarded as "a political power" since France and Germany were permanent members of the United Nations Security Council.
9 Some sought to look at the EU as "a development" rather than an economic partner. China and India, they felt, were likely to occupy centre stage while the EU, which is "hanging on" to the United States, which itself was "dwindling", is unlikely to emerge as "a power-centre or source of power in the Save the Children (2012). Civil society elite. Programme Officer. Interviewed in Delhi, 1 December. (ISSN 2228-0588) , Vol. 3, No. 3 (15) future".
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10 The EU had "great potential", but it seemed to be suffering from a "huge identity crisis" and had become "more inward-looking".
11
Thus, unlike the business elites, the civil society elites were more willing to acknowledge the EU's economic might, apparently because of their dependence on its largesse in the form of development assistance. In fact, the sovereign debt crisis was rarely mentioned by civil society elites. However, they expressed reservations about whether the EU is able to flex its political muscles in the international arena in the present circumstances. The findings of the second phase corroborate the findings of the first phase where although the EU was recognized primarily as an economic power and as a cultural power, the civil society elites felt that the EU has not emerged as a great power and was often unable to speak in one voice.
The Union, the media elites maintained, was a "power", but not a "great" power".
12 The EU, according to some, could not be considered to be a "traditional power" since it did not have the military wherewithal to become a great power and because it had not been "able to get the requisite forces or platforms and deploy" them "in times of crisis". 13 The limitations of the Union's diplomatic skills were witnessed during the negotiations at the Copenhagen summit. 14 The EU was perceived to "some degree [to be] an economic power" since its financial stature is bolstered by Germany's robust economic performance. For some media elites, the Union was primarily regarded as an economic power, which had been adversely affected by the financial crisis and therefore needed time to recover. Some years ago, the euro was expected to gradually emerge as an alternative global currency, but it has been unable to replace the dollar.
Some of the media elites referred to the EU as a "big power" as it had "ruled the world for 400 years", but it was not perceived as "an influential power" since it was no longer able to effectively influence developments in both Iraq and Afghanistan. 16 One of the elites did acknowledge the EU's involvement in global affairs and she felt that along with the US, "different countries [Member (ISSN 2228-0588) , Vol. 3, No. 3 (15) political elites were sceptical about the EU's role in international politics both present and future. They also seemed to be convinced that the eurozone sovereign debt crisis had tarnished the Union's image as an economic power. They were less forthcoming than others to assign an indispensable or particularly significant role to the EU in the sphere of international relations. This is a departure from the viewpoints expressed by political elites in the first phase of the project where they acknowledged that the India-EU partnership had grown significantly in recent years (Jain & Pandey, 2010, pp. 203-204) .
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Indian elites were critical of the imposition of non-tariff barriers (NTBs) by the EU on grounds of violation of human rights. The EU was described as a high-cost economy and such steps were largely looked upon as protectionist and discriminatory. The imposition of an environment tax and carbon tax was a recent example. One of the elites urged that NTBs tended to foster tensions in trade-related issues and create an "imbalance" between the political and trade relationship".
24
Indian elites were keen that the EU should facilitate the mobility of people on both sides. The issue of migration was a sensitive one and it easily assumed political overtones in the EU. Indian elites urged Brussels to make efforts to clarify the distinction between "business movements, which are not permanent occurrences". 25 This mobility was considered vital for both the service and manufacturing sectors. EU businessmen, according to one of the members of the Confederation of Indian Industries, have been "supportive" of business process outsourcing but it is the "political problems" which persist and constantly impede economic transactions. (ISSN 2228-0588) , Vol. 3, No. 3 (15) There was much indignation when Portugal was perceived as trying to "act as a moral force and espouse European values upon India" in the case of extradition of Abu Salem by insisting that he should not be given a death sentence. This was deemed by India to be "unnecessary interference". Such "frequent lectures on human rights and human violations" must be avoided and the EU should not try "to push these values down people's throats".
26
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27 The EU was also accused of being extremely "selective". When it came to China, many of the elites felt that EU seemed to have a different rule-book.
28
Elaborating upon the problems in the normative strategy pursued by the EU, one of the elites explained that the 
conclusions
Shared values have not enabled India and the EU to forge a more co-operative relationship because of the normative disconnect and divergent worldviews, mindsets and practical agendas. In recent years, the content, value and scope of fundamental norms between the developed and developing countries are increasingly contested. Europe is often perceived as presenting a normative agenda in a way that seeks to undermine the competitive advantage of developing countries. To most Indians, postmodern Europe seems to be a lonely power in what is basically a Westphalian world with pre-modern and modern mindsets. India's natural reference-frame is that of hard power. To Indian elites, soft power means no power. Postmodernism is not only "alien but baffling for the Indian system" (Chaudhuri, 2011) . A major impediment to India-EU relations is that "Indians don't like anyone lecturing to them. One of the great failings in the EU-India partnership has been Europe's tendency to preach to India on matters, such as human rights, that Indians believe they can handle on their own". (Tharoor, 2011) Baltic Journal of European Studies Tallinn University of Technology (ISSN 2228-0588) , Vol. 3, No. 3 (15) Some 'elites' described the EU as a major player in terms of agenda-setting and regulating the norms of international behaviour. Postmodernist Europe has increasingly become a norms entrepreneur engaging in a kind of "regulatory imperialism" (Bradford, 2011, pp. 1-30) through "unilateral regulatory globalization". It seems to propagate and reflexively impose social, economic and ideological norms as global public goods that have been so successful in Europe at the global level, irrespective of other countries' stage of development, historical background, and social and cultural peculiarities. The developed countries have perceived the role of emerging powers more in terms of coopting them in a largely Western dominated system, ensuring that they played by the rules already established by the dominant players. If the global economic architecture was undergoing changes in response to the transformation of the global economy, the change was still driven by the Western, industrialized economies with little by way of agenda setting by the emerging economies. The existing architecture was sought to be retained even while accommodating new players. More tenants occupied the building, but the landlord, who set the house rules, remained the same (Saran, n.d.) .
